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Posner's own description of Ids penultimate chapter, "Black Is White, and White 
Is Black, is tiiat it is on "The Jim Garrison Fiasco." he could hardly have had a larger 
or a more inviting target. But with even so so fine and so very vulnerable a subject 
for his writing, whether in ridicule or in condemnation, his work remains seriously 

- — - fUck . 

flawed and for some incredible > reason, with so much material, his is still dishonest^and 

A ' 

& ^ s 

unsch^larly and he even continues Ids lying when there no good reason for any of the 

many tilings wrong with this clupter, too. 

/ 

Among the reasons for tlds not beidng either a good or a dependable chapter are: 
^Jndulging Ids own predispositions, particularly political; 

c>M fa 

Ids dependenc^pon^Siose who despite their unreliability and other liabilities as 
sources he is more comfort ble with because j^i ideally they are his kind and he beI*s 


fe Is more comfortable with them, £liko the b r inguiors an d the B a deauxes; 
Ids own prejudices, reflected in wliat lie docs and does not do and s y; 
Ids use of dubious unnamed and unidentified sources; 


wfeous^- j 


cr io 

Ids gross ignoranco tiiat by tlds near the end of his writing r^Vpirrn nbvnxins^- O 


and the error coming from all of tliej^aove. 


He falls far short of xhat the legitimate criticsm that i3 possible, and withal 
ho manages Ids usual unfairness for his own special purposes, not the least of which io 
indulging his insatiable ego. So large an ego for so small a mani 



Posner's own description of his penultimate chapter is \ftid/te^^iriiri/liite Is 
Black," is that It is on th nr f~hv Jim ^arrison Fiasco. "^e couJLd'liOTdlJ have a larger 
tafgpt ^armore vylTigTrrb^ tn^g^t ™ T n rn° , 


port fricularly po3 ^ J n rql and *> a upon those who despite their~ un- 
reliability Dorc.r with^Jdlcf* tiie ^viiiguier^ and the ^adeauxes; hits own OTEgioces 

prc:i U(Hc P^^ i n iI t llO inh ibitions ho pmH nun ntn ^r hnhlM i i^: 

.where without ignorance 

he i - g uoLiiJ -ho n o erT ofo h - -'nl 1 ;- f"*r n h rrrt of"hfft In nts^ nri tj ,rsr .-po ssible a n d 


i;fch&l manages his uqual^unfaimess for his own special purposes, not the leaslK^f hwi 
ch is indulging^ his ins.t^ionable egoTI^o - large^arTego for so small a man. 



-- — - y . 

At this point there is no heed to be as exhaustive as at all poi,^us in all hLs 

chapters Posner invites# A few illustrations suffice, 

V in 1965 ? 

After scanty mention of he fact tliat^Garrison arrested David ^errie, that offbeat 
W ew Orl nns homosexual, without mentioning that Ferrie las first brought to public 
attention in Whitewash II in 1966^ and without mentJoTi of tlic fact that the dt/^ils 
of tliat ar ’est and of FBI record the Warren gopinission had on tliat were first published 

u 4 M Itjy# 

in Oswa ld in Wow Q rle- ns^l^sapb year, Pujner writes tliat ^ainlson ahd jasons for 
his 1967 case^.: aiiist Shaw, with the^ then dead Ferrie and Oswald also charged, Posner's 
first reason, like /jis! ocond, having no source indicated and thus is more of his 
Matraogi-an rnind-r ending," involved" Ferrie, His secong reason "was a story told by Bean 
Andrews, a three -liundred-aad forty-pound, forty-four year old jivojj^allcLng attorney with 
a reputation for exaggeration and showmanship, " (1?ages 428-9) 

If Posner had had any knowledge of or interest in Andrews dr had even paid any 

Pt~ ' — 

attention to a picture of him, he would have failed to include how extraordinai^ijr 


.Short Andre vjs was for a man of that weight and how ?^«e3?ka£le. close to if not greater 
than his height his girth was, 

Posner does net report wliat garrison said publicly and often got him off " 






and running again in late 1966, to become pufclic in early 1967# 

, " " 

Conspicuoyalyfor tills model of historical scholarship, tlie words of that eminent 

{ aV 

hew Orleans historuo^r, Ambrose, hf<givp no sou ce for that Andrews "story*" "e could, 

from his gr at and detailed study and indexing of the Warren Commission’s puilisttied 
GmMjUmL -LAi& Jjcj rt 

record, have cited testimony there, the origin of that story* <2r he could have done 


w> 


what it would have pained him to * do, liavo cited I feLtaxapsh Whitewash (page^4-5# 150-1^ 1 

^ p t A o* t 

Here I do confess to the Posndrian\ for (^ind-reading in my r- ading of his mind. 

It pains P Q sner to refer to any/h I ever did in all those books and in all those 
lasuits and in all in which I was first* It is I who brought that Andrews "story" to 
light. Put I did more than jurit bring his "Clay BerO"an<P' story jfc o-l i gkt , the part that 

U - 

Garrison did latch onto* For all his being fat, funnyj^ feisty and inder incredibly 
offbeat for a lawyer, Andrews gave tho Commission it£^)est, really its only clear and 
accurate discussion o^and commentary on the basic requirements of good shootingl 

the FBI, not one of the m ny other gowmis. ion experts, udauB-l; ^undertook so 
basic^oTan informational chore as my sometime friend, the late Dean Adams Andrews. 

- Who inv ita tion to a .iam session with a _ JUaet-eat -c smin^xilo wn fro m^iftey lL ^--reCTe,t 

jj 

to nlsn n musician. 


c ^ipianat fcg 


Garrison's initial explanation to the media of what got him s t a ted started, &ft 

Lm f ro m w hi eh lie never^7paa?ted, is tliat when by accident he was next to Louisiana 

uncle 

Senator Russell Long, whose fafeer Huey had been assassinated, Lonip told ktniffGarrison 
tliat he believdd there was a conspiracy in the JFK assassination. 

Washington Post reporter George Gardner asked Long about tliat. Lon ^ told him tliat 
the first knowledge ho bad of it v;a3 when lie read it in the papers, ^r, It did not 
liappen. 

What did happen, andias apparent to Lardner and to Ian McDonald, then a Washington 

ju . . 

correspondent of The T im es of ^ondon .each reported. Did Po ner know thisj^ e did. I used 
parts of both stories &n tho back cover of ftliift ogr ph^c Whitewas h, which Posner had. 

Tliis ir wliat iA cLonald reported and was published under the headline, 'i^ystery 
Kennedy Inquiry cleared pp: 




C vjho blows a hot horn ) 

(Andrews also invited me to a jam session that night with 11 a hot cat/c oiain^ down 
frciu Cinncy" that nicht. I've been sorry ever 3ince that instead of accepting his in- 
vitation I worked that night.) 



Kennedy assassination now being 
conducted by MtVMjm Garrison, 
the ; Attorney General of *,j>few 
Orleans, has been cleared up, The 
source of much of his information 
is Mr. Harold Wcisberg, the author 
pf .Whitewash} Report on the 
Warren Commission . >• ‘ 

jKVMr. Wcisberg, who was one of 
;• the first to question the conclur. 
y sions of the Warren commission. 
p returned to his home in Maryland 
today after assisting Mr. Garrison 
K, and bis staff. U was not his first 


Mr. Garrison’s^idi? i 
vestigatjon was announc 
i HJs book wa^notr-well 
by the critics, and ^ in 
privately printed after/ it I 
[ejected by a number of pu(j 
in New York and London^ 
rather shrill in tone, but hp one 
questioned his honesty. / ’ t * 

He has subsequently written two 
more books, Whitewash 2:,F.BJ. 
Secret Service Cover.rup, and CJji. { 
Whitewash ; Oswald in New Orleans, 
It was these two books, with sup- 
portin' documents, which were made 
available to Mr, Garrison, - ^ 


Lardner’s story h\ 



Sarjb* guiding \K(?w timony of LoplsianaSi}gwycr| 
--- Deaa Adams Andrcws Jr., who?} 
told tho Warren Commission , 


ani * District Attorney Jim 
n in. hli invcstifiaUon 


that a "Clay Bertrand” had?, 
asked him to represent Os- 
wald *fler the assassination, ,-j 
The FBI found the leads 


of^Prcsidcnt, Kenpedy’s , assas 
sin,||pn ,c»n l bc ( glimpsed In 
any bpokstoro. 

kThe, investigation is Gar- supplied by Andrew* and | 
cnlly ilarted. with hM .. wA , 

Wolchnrrf fnrmAP ^onaln Intmc. in IU» :"V I 


Welsberg, former Senate inves- 
tigator afid author of "White- 
wash," a 4 paperback attack on 
)be Warren Report. 

following nr T 
'book/7>Weiaberg said •$****' • 
\gf yosterdaM!3iQJic ##'• * 


in the-as WS ln.|lon f ;^^ 3 
Businessman Hcld’^Va^P?'’' 

Garrison has ’ charged /that 
"Clay BertraixUl was actually 
Clay Shaw t 
nessman 


'l 


%, too, was 'quite specific in liis account of* “arrison^starteW 




Andre 




office in the 


"Hall," he told me that^atrjSday afternoon in Ms smaller room of Ms two-room 

MtiiSn j yUw-M 

n then main l is ifc na.g « i oy^ ui 1 ding on Canal btreet, 

y loyt/r*. 

"the 'Giant' walked in here, tossed your book on my dedk, and told me, ^’Dcanp, /jrbtn 

r^ad^tMs. Those were Ms fi^t word, how it all began." 

^ Andrews Mck^ndmd G arri*son "The Jolly G reen Giant and soon was referring to the 

I 4 

si oot-six-inch uetrrjLson as the ’Giant only. 

That book, V.’Mteworh , had just been reprinted as a ^cll paparback. What G arrison 
told rfmlv us to read is wliat I wrote about Mm. 

When there is so uniquely- a single source it is a unique "model of Mstorical 


research" that prefers givin /Vo source to that 



irell and ofte# said tliat war is too 


mii'.]U0 single n ourc$ • 

important to entrust^Eo th generals# 


Should we not nov. realise tliat oat is too pEtcious to entrust( to thjg. professional J) 

liistorlans v;liat~ state wnon they ~r.rn nut~au3- a -position t" know 0 1 1 dlieck id iat- their pub- 
lishers asir”ttei^t^say? ) 

^historians who do not and cannot know wliat they speak about but say what publishers 




r t them to say to sell books, publs^hcrs who publish the books historians write 


ite? 


although it was not necessary for Posner's purposes, claariy to tell his readers that 
JiC Jti 11**' • rfon 

{ Andrews was iwtAfcither a dependable source df a successful lawyer, on his part Posner 

is his usual excessive^ elf in, without any source tliat 

Andrews "had a rai.schacle office near the New Orleans port." (Page 430). 

"Hear tile New Orleans port ' covers an extensive part of New Orleans. Some of its 

'Du**, 

finest d uildin** ^arev'and relatively recently were Auill^necr the New Orleans port.” 

^ of ico was adt in a slum area* not a ptfd&eonhole in some abandoned wharf • It 
was an a main street, Canal, within an easy walk of the federal court hfuseVj Jk^fc\ as tken 


where it as when I kno.; him, aceprdtong to his testimony that Posner does not once cite 
(l 1h325ff ) , in ”627 liaison Blanche Building.” Tnere was noth&ng "tumbledown" or 
"rickety” about it or about tliat buildijl^liome of one of New Orleans better departnBnt 
stores. One of Clay Shaw's lawyers, the only one at vhose office I was, was n^ch closer 
to both the river and the dock and warehouse area of the port f When the new Trade //art 


building was decided upon, that was built close to tho heart of tliat "port aria" band 
krt t/v\ bfjufrn/iA K , cj‘ *ru> a* 

almost on the river*) yet- It thft hi ghoet - ronatcl for apaoo- i n it . 

»'hile this is a minor point, it is not minor with regard to Posner or his writing. 
Ife decides he wants to depresjGte or speak ill of someone then he needs no souse 
source, has no inhibition and just says whatever heTants to say 

Andrews ' tw/room office for hir, sole practised ?as simple, unpretentious and ins±±ga 
it was anytliing but elegant. But for the kind of practise he had it was all he needed. 
His secretary in the outer room had much more jpa :e than he had por needed — in his 
smaller* inner office. 

Per the kind of practise Andrews load he also had no need for an extensive|ilaw 


libr ary and there was none in his ofi'ice. The furniture was quite plain. But again, for 
liis kind of of pr. ctiese ho needed no more and, with some of the clients he had, fancy, 
overstuffed furniture would always have been at risk* 

But none of thin addresses liis competence as a lawyer* The best testimonial to it 

in tliat when Garrison had liirn dead to rights on a perjury rap Andrews never served a 

minute of time on it. 

TV 

y'lafio^ top uan for the area, Carlos Marcello, could afford the best legal talent. 

But when he wanted uliat Andrews could do he liad Andrews for a lawyer. 

Posner's baseles^and factually incorrent description of Andrews^: office represents 
Posner in this book: hin word can be taken for nothing at all. 

In going ffom this to Garrison, P 0 .vner writes tliat "In lato November 1966 Gar rison 
shocked the rent (sic) of his staff when ho annouened that he had decided tliat Clay 
Bertrand was actually Clay Shaw," whose accomplishments Posner then procedes to 
e::aggcrate, with no source on any of th±s. . 

Garrison made no "announcment" of any kind. u c tried to and for four months he 
succeeded in keeping it ecret. But "late November'Vas the £ beginning of wliat ^arrison 
was up to and i^ Posner liad given what he was doing much thought he could mo^eff ectively 
liave |.'Ut it in terms of Garrison telling some of those he liad working on it with him 
tliat at the very outset he believed that Clay Bertrand and Claw Shaw were one and the 
same person. 

Compared with the kind of lawyer Posner pretends Dean Andrews was he is not nearly 
tliat good hii-olf in spying ^~vrliat aTstudu law student should know is false, tnat for 
whatever u arrison ./said publicly, not in the^TeSr courtroom, snzxrasthe "courtroom pro- 
tected him from libgfi for anything he said. "(page 432) ^ ^ ^Ccrfua a,*t/ 

Knowing better, knowing the truth, and even wanting to hurt Edward Jay EpstexnPsho 
position on the assassination ic close to his own* Po^ ner has tnix foot note on what I 


never 


. J. 

heard from or about calling ’’himself 1 the wagon boss of the bufj-Sr • He 

then'aids that it was not until after "Garrison's investigation ended ignoffcuiiously" 
that he lost support and that XKMidtilLuiMX. "Harold Vleisberg and Howard Epstein 

even condemned him.” (Page 433) 




(Garrison being Garrison, Ms own kinda cat, as hean Andrews would have said, picked 
Johnson 

the first day of the new/administration for the first day of Ms trial. He saw poli- 
tocal significance in it and said so.) 


f (A \tU 

Posner laiev; that ifith regard to iioth Epstein and me he lied when he^rote this* Why 

vU 

he felt it necessary to lie is not clear. Except that Posner is Posner and thisTTs^Posner. 

In his own min he lias to be h==»cp£Fhasty in putting everybody down, regardless of his 
position in^tho controversy. 

The Clay Shaw trial did not begin until the end of January, 1^69, when the sel ction 

of the judy began*y| Epstein's mti.'&ri'ison book ap. eared first as q lengthy article in 

th_ Hew Yorke r, That was in the cummer of $ 1QG8. The hardback book based on that article, 

Counterpl ot (#ew York, Viking Wress) was published and on sale also in 1968* Thiis, both 

y 

tb-xrtile and the boo., itself were certainly not until Garrison ended "ignominiously." 

Posner is no less the liar and he is imi^fe^sneakier with me* After first quoting 

those who were talking about the outcome of the Shaw trial as "solving" the JFK assassi- 

nation Vase he quotes a letter I weote after my first trip to "ew Orleans which the 

last words of that small/ excerpt # he Qliss~7rPe;"E7iair^iat Garrison aiisgedfwas, "I om 

convinced from my ow tf work, righ^t." As Posner knew , I had no interest in Shaw when I 

was in Hew Orleans and was not referring to him. I Was referring to whether ot noi# 

• m tuy/wi J 

there liad been a conspiracy. % first book proved tliat there had been, ^v?44di--eft±y the 

. .A rfby 

official evidence/ Contrary to Posner's concoction most of which he ribbed in any event, 
the official evidence itself proves the crime was beyond the capability of any one man 
and on this basis alone was the end produce of a conspiracy. 

But this has nothing to do with my "condemning" Garrison, the subject of this foot- 
note. Here f 0 sner, kuoifing the facts and the truth in some detail, says nothing about them^ 
heps. For what he mangled that into, without any indication that it was what he des- 
cribes as my "condemning" Garrison, it is necessary to jump ahead to Ms footnote about 
"the buffs" encouraging Garrison to be oven wilder in the changes he made; 

•Although the buffs usually encouraged Garrison s proclivity to widen his ; 
conspiracy charges, sometimes they prevented him from making major mis- 
takes. At one point in the investigation, he had a warrant drafted for the 
arrest of Robert Perrin, who supposedly could testify about Ruby’s gun- 
smuggling activities to Cuba. The night before he made the ,arrest notice 
public, Weisberg proved to him that Perrin had died in 1962. 440) 

Pgcner lias rto/oouce on any of tin. ' . T Jie second part is ^ unrecotirisaablj^ fnxioa 


/ 


I wrote him/without characterizing what he wrote, and.-^ked him for his sources for 


what I had been told his book*/ says about me* (lie had prTaaistx volunteered that he would 

w 

send me one of the first books to come from the bindery but he never sent me any copy 
of the book*$e also promised me copies of the promotional material for the histySical 
record and never sent me a page of .that, eitheer#) A, 


from me, I-ft there is any source on tho first part I do not know of it, I was never 

with ^ arris on very much and X do not remember beinij with him when those tuhers to whom 

Posner may be referring, if 'fifey existed, viere also present. 

owlfe/ 

For all the I spent in Ken GelrOrl wins , 1 dined with Garrison -ent^rour times, 

over a period of five years. Th last was a£ ‘ three yeirs after the Shaw trial, hxnxxi 

J_ urto /A/V^ 

■..'hen I was there as James Karl Play's investigator, ^arrison heard oF i/fr and~lnvited me 
to lunch. Tho three earlier times were scattered over a yer and a half. We always dined 


alone, He liad no staff vrith him. Several times he acted me to accompany him to the 
airport. Only his dert^dotectivoo then were ever with us. So I cannot confirm that he 
was ever "encouraged" to "widen Ms conspiracy charges" by those unnamed to whom, if they 
e^lst, Poorer 0MM / ****■> 

u 

They do not have to exist. Garrison needed no such sao encouragement. He saw con- 
spiracies on every moonbeam.Posucr cannot have read what he refers to without knowing 
this. Bdcause I know there is was no need to prompt ^Garrison L */' anything wilder, and 
because Posner cites no source, I believe that like much else that he believed served 
his end, he just made it up. 

But to Posner's knowledge, bracketing tliis with Ms knowing 4ietro distortion and 


Mare presents tion of what he then lias in this same paragraph was a lie and thus an intended 



refers as "buffd, " of wluhm he here and throughout he lias me as one, and that deliberate 
misrepresentnrion of Ms about Robert Perrin. It is no mean accomplishment for Posner 
that he could be untruthful about everything he says in that part of this footnote except 

that ter rin die/ die in 1962, but-he — Per r in oven makes what hr says about that a lio . 

yjL/ki/vi v Q 

Since being told about tM3 and Posner's o tiiergrSTerenees to me before I saw the 

+ h**- n fa 

book for the first time I wondered abouT he reasons for lfcing, garbling, distorting and 


)j(r ^ 

misrepresentatiisrt , particularly about me, and especially about what he knew about what 

' , 

he is so completely dishonest about in tliis footnote. The actuality is that what garrison 


was up to when X prven£ted it, some time before the Shaw trial, was in many ways even 
more outrageous that the case he alleged against CJay Shaw. I learned about it~iy only 


telephoned 

because at Garrison 1 s/ insistence I had returned to New Orleans instead of returning 
home from Dallas. If I we re to take the time to repeat the whole story here it would be 
apparent tliat truthful and factual accounts of the real garrison would have served Pos- 

r» 

ners * purposes better than .wliat is so easily faulted that he prefers, along with his 
most dubious sources for most of that. 


oW /tn_ Iw** 

as I was about to leave for the p ia n o ho me uu tluit'i'uluiii brip early in November, 

1968, I learned from two of his staff who were closest to him that Garrison planned a 

commenoration of the fifth assassination amiiversary in which he would charge^ Robert 

Lee Perrin and Edgard Eugene N^^iey with being asssasins on the Grassy Iv noll. He had 

liad more gandiouse plans but his staff had talked him out of all but these two new 

allegations he was going to make to mark tnat anniversary. These two staff members, ^ouis 

Ivon, liis / r gular-polico chief investigator and ..ndrew "IIoo" Seinabra , then the j uni on 
of the the.) 

' assistant district attorneys and the one who spent most time with Garrison, at Garri- 
son's insistence, asked me to try to find some way to succeed where the staff had tried 

J 

and failed. 1 said that I'd return in about a week and asked Ivrim to give mo two sets of 

7 fain* 

what X knew was the solo basis of anything Garrison could alleged against Bradley* those 

Dj. AM PU> j A r- 

r H5v? s pi c tur 0 3 referred to as ’'the tramp pictures." Garrison, Mark Lane and many others 
liad invented many f^anciful and all cle .rly impossible! cohspiivcies based on nothing 
but those pictures. And liow many were "identified’/bas being in thorn! Some even" confessed" 
to 'oeing them in ifexE them and to being involved in the assassination when it was farc*< 
ically untrue. I also got two envelopes for mailing those pictures from Ivon. Awaiting 
my plane at th«/airport I^ent each set v;ith a r$te and asked that an investigation be made 
of those pictures for me. I .Sent one set to friend i/enry W de, then the district attor- 
ney, end the other to the former FBI agent Paul Rothermel II, then H.L,j_JIunt' s chief of 
security* Within a few days I heard from each. 

l/dde has a staff investigator investigate, lie reported that those pictures were 
taken abfut an hour and a half after tlio .ssassination and that the men in them had been 
pic Iced up ina a general police sweep of the area when they were found guzzlMn^jwine in 


;*joa 


By and horn- and a hnlf after the assassination nev;s photographers snapped pictures 

of anything thaif" moved in the Plaza. These men were photgraphed as they were walked 

a_ 

past the depository building and as they were walked to- a police car parked not far 
from th sheriff is office into which they were taken. 

From uliat Henry Wade told me and what for other reasons I had always believed. 


fyi- tuAcl 
/e- i- . t nh e A - fro m a 


parked and /g- d n't chg/i- f ■ rnm 7 any trai ^empty railroad ^^car'oThe rail yarp in that area 

are enormous # ^5L*ht That -eec boxcar was belling the Central Annex Post Of lice* ^ts 

address is 217 South I-iaiti Street. Because the only wajt to walk those men out without 

*- jcidAflj 

ifeistinfi them the hoitfit.of the post oftf^loadinfi dock and then humuliating them by 

n.\i j( 4 i.iid inti ICC-- ) , p\i fit/ > 

walldjig th, i tlirougli the post 'office (was to vjalk them north 4 almost three blocks and then 

taking them east and off thoseirucks onto the Grssy Voll west of the book-depositoty 

' Jnc-b.O'Jp U'tydXxut’ **' 

buil ing, that is what 'wST' war. done. They were then Walked /into a police car and driven 

•?<r£ .f t'l'C 

m;ny- T hi^r-i — nh?rf . 17 : n >' ■. i jw nn i i it made no sense tliat any assassins would stay where 

. (Pyvt 

/hoy were e artin t^to be nabbed instead oJ gunning aw ry or that they would endanger them- 

W/ 

selves- farther by IVringArunk. Tliat they were so far south of the oono e of the crime and 

u 

a block west it an hour end a half after it and when even Garrison could not bring 

o* 

himself to allege that the qJa. liad invested sights to permit rxfiEwassassins to see 

around corners and rifles capable of shotting that way, that took care of 

"Bradley,” who was clear 1# not the man in " th t - pi - etur e those pictures anyway# much as 
Garrison, Lana and others insisted he was. 

Rotkennel* s confirmation added a detail that established his source as knov/ing 

what he was talking about. 

"lij> ol 1 boy at tlio Post Office," Paul told me when he phoned," tells me tliat there 
were tliree of those wino'S lis saw taken off a boxr:car&^and you have onlcy two of them 

Jytnn / 

in the pictures you sent me." Paul was correct, fvain / nad one complete set and one in- 
complete set of those pictures and I 1 d sent Paul the incomplete set. 

(I did not know it at the time but i;he res jilts of an FBI investigation I had triggered 

s yy\/\U^‘ i/fc ^c CW Ml 

six months earlier onu, :ecl " tHr? FBF)tc5" c onf irm j, this-also • ^tfhen I saw a nev/spicture of a 

z. 

sketch of a man said to be^ a suspect in the King assassin; tim I recognised it as a 

‘ likeness oi‘ one of those menJT^gave the Baltimore FBI, thorugh its agent in Frederick, 

a copy of the sketch aiA^hat picture. It asl^ed, Balias to investigate those pictures, 

f)y 't tfa tcc </f ( Juf A< ArV/tj C4JJL- 

Balias report led to the //emphis of i lc^rorTTlay 21 , and in the summer of 1977 I got those 
rA empliis, Dallas and Baltimore records in my King assassination FOIA lawsuits, C.A.75^ 

1 996 . The Dallas report winding the whole thing \ijp is in the Memphis main King 


assassination file, 44-1987, in the Sub E file, where it is Serial 16811. The officers 


who made that search and led those thre§7out axe Bill Base, in 1S‘60 assigned lo the 

Balias police idsntificati on^lli vision PStd Ray Vaughn and Iiarvin Wise. Except that 
f*4M x 

Bas-ts estimate of the distance from the depositing building places the boxcar f xthur^ 

south the what 'i Henry's deteteive and Faul personally learned, the Fbl's report is 

complete confirmation of wliat they learned and told me.) 

jvyypYVl 

The Bradley half of Garrison's ^fantasy was easy to Lake impossible for him to try 
to get^iay with but Perrin u&ulj bo, ~ knev:, touchy and difficult because knew^asaEi 
that Garrison knew that Perrin, fho former Steem^of Warren Commission Witness Haney ^ 

ft 

Perrin iticli. had killed hi elf in ^gvj Orleans iuAugust of 1962* So, I knew that Q arrison 

/ 

planned t*. identify a o one of the men who he would sayVctualiy shot JFK was dead and in 
ths-g-^ hi:: Qrav“grave fifteen months before JFK was shoto 

As he prontLsod, when I returned after about a vieek did send his invesTigators 

to j obe*obtain wliat I wasted. He also had wliat nemos of Ms "investigation" the fear uhe 
CIA had fired for alcoholism, William Woods, whose used the name "Bill Boxley," had 
prepared for Harris or.. Gar Ms on liad hir ec/ Boxloy over virgo vigorous staff objections. 
It turned out that all of this rabid insanity liad been made up by u arrison, not by 
Boxley, wtliout any investigation at all! 

For regular police investigations the detectives the police depwrtment assigned to 

°arrison least competent. Ivin was more than merely competent, be was very good. 

Be tlien was taking; his degree in ciminology nights. Wliat I .sked them to do they did 

,edl and promptly. The *6 problem was not tthe evdience, it as u arrison. How did I do 

^ entirel y 

what had to be done without placing him in wliat he regarded as'an/ impossible position, 
hcfwould not bu^clge* 

And what a Hack Sennet17wuper3pectacMaX..ha--h'T had made up! He had Perrin, part of 

that widespread conspiacy that vias at work fiftenn months before they succeeded, alive 

,i.U« 

and tla*ivin, as a pulp fiction 'writer under the name Starr. a*J he^liad an unknown 
Venezuelan seaman killed and buried in ~ligaT Perrin' s iiame'iki^V. 



TMs is noithrr time nor tlio place for the entire Keystohe JKop scenarxo but 
what I : sked for and those detecTives obtained inlcuded the report of -tor Perrin's- 


^\V) 


State troupe , • friend he had phoned to tell 1dm goodbye after taking arsenic; the 
handwrittrn nn^Sgue book, not looaoleaf and not easy to alter without, any trace, the 
a/bulance ami hospital reports, the latter frouj^^hrity Hospital, all with clear identi- 
fications of Perrin, -and Garrison was boxed in the lengthy and detailed investigative 

report I gave bSciuabra on a Saturday night. lie and a n nt terx gH nfri^bg d ^ incen b Salandria, 
a ^liladl^iia lawyer I had involved lnio-.ing his influence on ^arrison, bearded Garrison 
Suiida morning at ^arrison s favorite liaunt , the Hew Orleans Athletic Clybo e had the 
zany notldon tliat it was more secure than his of I ice and spent most of hi;:, time there* 


I kid had the paranoid Salandria accompany me becuuse he visualized Trotsky- 

ldllin: ; like conspiracies in vc everythin;; r, nd I'd told him that IfTie OIA was preparing 

CfW* / 

to ruin ^arrison. So, he re;..dily assumed tliat BoxlcJ wa hadif cwd been 3nuck^^btu ^3r*±i*- 
son’s staff to ruin his "probe" and tliat \A wliat garrison said ina a press rlease in 
release iu whipli he announced firing Boxley. Boxley, whose major sin was unquestioning 


devotion to U arrison. 
t In his press release 


L shamelessly to J 

^arrison clung~i£r ^ 011 io face-savers, like "a large part 


of the preparations for the assassination mn&zdji took place in W ew Orleans" and "th£ 
vfesa warfare apparatus of the federal government made a~"T*> serious mistake xbxhxex 
in uainc New Orleans for this L&oel project," ^ , 

I told Posner the full story, he vn/3ked where ray closrltj labelled investigative 


r-«a report with the documents attached are, and with an incredible true and documented 

w / _ 

story like tliis hiThaitonaxx not only did not use it in his garrison expose, he aan g i ntec 

»l U 

was not even capable of mininal /accuracy when he misued it as part of liis buffery line, 
tliaf all save he are whetevjsr he me, -ins by "buffs." 

Ills footnote is te%±*e totally inaccurate. Oarrison did not have "a warrant drafted 


i^the arrest of Perrin." 
running activities to Cuba. 


Perrin was not "supposedly to testify about Ruby 1 s gun- 
" It was not I who "proved to him that Perrin had died in 1962 


It was Sciambra who used my report and its documents to make it clear to Garrison that 


if he pulled such a stupid trick the document^ 


tliat 


, disproved ^ 
t^ ywre d It not only 


existed, they were in hand, it was not "the night before ±ke he made the arrest 


Can his judgement of what is important and meaningful and what is not, be trusted or 
must each item he uses nd how he uses it zsxsb jsLxaisg raise "quesTioni^ about his 

j 

special purposes, special uses and sx^ecial formulations to serve his special interests? 

it-* 

hoes not Posner 1 a M entir ly inaccurate misuse perl laps^most insane of Garrisons IIlan y 


insanities 


notice public" because there was no ouch arrest notice and it as never made public 
mm/ 

aud because it ers/6 n a Sunday morning anyway, 

p 

Or, save for Perries name and that he was ® dead Posner succeeded in being 


one hundred percent wrong in everything he said when he knew the truth in detail • 

unexcelled 

When Posner is tliis totally inaccurate in a story that is meexeks51h±:c±± in 
u 

making clear what Garrison really was and was up to, can liis account of anything be 

I'M y-kf/ 

trusted? | and d o oo t lo not make clear that ^ — nr" htniTi began with his Garrisonian 
formula fixed and inflexible when he, knwoing that he was go^ng to make a spectacle of 
^ariison, had no interest in tills fully-documented real st6fy,~did not cq^y and use 
cle arK because he would have had to credit me wit^) what I had done, not by any means a 
an easy task. As lie leaves my work entirely unrecognizeablc in liis book, save for some 
of his literary lightfingers .work with it - and to his readers that, too, canntot 
be recognisedYiie had to pretend tliat X h* d done nothing except what he calls "b.uff " 


work. 


<9 


.zed* 'he liad to pretend tliat 1 h* d done notMng except what he calls "b.uff" • N 1 
^ yvd ! It vT AH nt'fh o (j** " *1 ***** / 


iiSd-d 


In fact Pocner lacks the credential for work in tliis fiAld that Epstein and I have 
lmJ- 

and he refers to as as "buffs*! 1 in the first of the two his two footnotes examined above. 


(page 432 )• The work in the fsti field Epstein and I did before Posner was in high scliool 
is credentials Posner xaHao^^qcsx lias not yet earned. Hi3 cre^tial^^Ln tliis book are 
as a fraud, a faker and a tl^ief who e S'Hjanri does cannot and docs not get even simple 
things siaight .Epstein's first book was his master's thesis. He later earned a PhD degree 

A 

in political science and taught at Harvard. All before (/o oner liad to a&&T sliave daily. 
Thus to Posner Epstein is a "h&ski "buff. buff, tliat is. 

I was a ^Senate investigator^ tli/tei a Senate editor, with the full responsibility 

c 

for preparing* ±+m~ herrings and reports for publi ;ationji(and tfyi publishing then -nd"^ 

tJt * X 

ahostxthBxtimHzPosnsirigi^axantsixzDnlii . Posner's, parents were in-Uiu fiisl ileCTMB uf' tlii 

jn (Mif j 

xhrjr Ictc liatToeefy'' & Ufhor i zed to represent the Snate itself in a major lawsuit of that 
era.fl was then an investigative reporter whose exposes of Nazi cartels were followed 


by ouiTVgov rnmnnt taking their American partners over as alien property before 

Pearl Kerb or. In intelligence in World War II, the OSS t oT Of fice of Strategic Services, 


s t t - 


a I though X was an analyst, I was usod as an investigative trouble-shooter when other 

components , including counterintoll Ig new and the lawyers, too, had failed. I published 

f^all Macsbofore Posner was in law school / 

eg nn I’l r\Y\~i' j ? h pm v pMwriwr»rwa^rT"nr Pi ' T A 1 otw in ■ 


seven books on our political assassinations,! 


FOIA lawsuits led to 


precedents! decisions to the amending of the A.ct itself and 'ySisSeS resulted in a third 

o a .illion paged it { withheld records b;:.ing given to mo without cost, the records ±hs 

* 

Posner^ had access to and in his book used as fx'om his own work. I have been consulted 
by both Houses cf the Congress and by executive agencies on this work and what is related 
t ; it/ and by all the media worldwide. 

This to that young fogie of a plagi. rizeflf makes me a " buff " and him a maven? 

His book and what to tliis point I have shown to be true about it casts Posner in a 


role inferior to toliatever he may mean by "buff." It is to make a record of this, 

not bee. use I care a whit about wliat he says about me that I have taken this time. 

J> ' 

The plai and simjp truth is that Posner is an authentic subject-matter ignoramus 
for all his and his publisher’s puffing him up. There is virtaully no place in his 
book whan ift hisfi noronce is not obvious. R.ght at this point (Page 434) for eaample, 
./here he is writing about the "garrkson fiasco. 11 rfcHo knows so little about. Garrison, his 




le about. Garri 


staff and what he did, taking the l^ork of others a3 hi3 o\m and writing f or t he pin0^ 
innacle of personal ignorance, tliat ho refers t Garrison’s chief investigator as 
“another Garrison staff investigator," having earlier identified a private investigator 
as Garrison 1 a chief inves igator. 

ind so, with this, with so much of it addressed earlier in this book and with the 
excess it tliat f have noij Taken tine for, Posner ansv/ers^^/'liimsJ^J* the question that 
is the title of his last chapter, "What Happener To the ^ruth?" 

P 0 . ner happened to it. 

*The very d y I began writing this chapter a researcher in the fll/ad visited me seeking 

information about David R Ferrie. told me that when he had sked Posiler his source on 

the Derrie records ho uses and cites in his book, no source indicated in even the end notes, 

me although in his book 

Posner told ho he got them from myx they are represented as his own work. 


While tliis is not the last of Posner's intended putdowns of me as a "buff," 
it is a point at which I have addressed his honesty or lack of it and his special 
purposes in liis book and the kind of person and writer that he really is. 

So tiiat the reader can compare it with wliat Posner did write about me in his book 
that, along with its exceptional sale of ancillary rights, had remarkable distribution 
around the world (lie iAin Europe promoting it las I write this), with what he s;dd in 

g0 

private, when he had no special personal interest to eerve, here is his inscritpion 
on the copy of his Meiv^ele he cave me: 


